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THE DRAVIDIAN PROBLEM 


K.V.RAMAKRISHNA RAO * 


1, Introduction: The ethnic interpretations and conno¬ 
tation of Caldwell's, linguistic 'Oravidian 1 tins ted to the racist 
hypotheses and theories of 'Dravidians'. Though the concepts 
of race and language are two .serrate entities,, the “Dravidi- 
ans 11 are still held only in ihe racial esteem against the so called 
"Aryans*, in all religious* soda! and political interactions and 
processes, even today. Indeed. Caldwell himself has shown the 
way for such a transition to take place from linpism to racism, 1 
In the case of 'Aryans 1 , it was the study 1 of Sanskrit literature, 
particularly, the Vedas that played a crucial rote In their Inven¬ 
tion, whereas, comparative linguistic study, hut not the study of 
ancient Tamil literature, popularly known a? 'sangpm liiarature', 
which has resulted in the production of "Dravidians* - when 
'Aryans' could be found not only in the Sanskrit literature, but 
also in the ancient Tamil litarature, 'Dravidlans' are not at all 
found in the ancient Tamil Literature, but in the Sanskrit litera¬ 
ture mostly in the geographical context. 

2, 4 ilrayi dians’. and Tamil literature: For the pur¬ 
pose of this, paper the forms of Gravid, viz, Dravidi, Drdvjdi n 
Dravidam, Damila, Dramita* Gravida, Gravida and their deriva¬ 
tives are considered. But, 5ujpri5ingly n none of these words 
is found in ihe 'Sangam literature 1 , generally represented by 
FattuppccUu," Etturtogai and Padinenkb.bkkanakku. Even, in 
Tovar am 2 , only 'Tamizhari was used in the expression, "Seen 
Ariyan, seen Tamizha h" ■ Only TSyu m anavar of lfiih century uses 
the word "Dravidam 11 , that too, to denote the Tamil language 3 

Therefore* it is evident that the forms of 'Gravid 1 and their 
usage by Turnip and Tamil poets were not in vogue upto 18th 
century. “Kama thtpa nikhandu 4 ", a Tamil lexicon assigned to 
7,8 or 11th century mentions 'Dravidam, as one of the words 
vi d for T 1 mil. "Sontham Divofcaram”, another Tamil Lexicon 
of 9th century mentions that Ttoavidam' as one of the eighteen 
languages spoken. A laLcrwork "Kantanthu Upadesa Knndam” 
mentions that Lord Shiva revealed to Agastya the grammar of 
proud language 'Gravidarri. The authors "Fraybga Vrvlgam 1 ' 
explain that, the Sanskrit word Tramitam 7 had been changed to 
Tamil 1 , but the modern (DravLdian) scholar* refute this strungly 
and assert that only the word Tamil' hud been pronounced and 
used as 'Gravida 1 by the Sanskrit scholars. Sivagnana Yogi aLso 
mention!* that the Sanskrit scholars used the word ^Dravidam” 
symbolically to demote “Ten mo7_hi" (the Language of south), 
that is Tamil^ Therefore, it is very clear ihat Tamils were 
not only un-farndjar wit h the usage of the word “Gravida", but, 
also started to denote i( for iheir language only in I he modem 
period, particularly after the advent of the European scholars 
in South India. 

3, Tamil* In Tamil literature: There is a well known 
interpretation that 'Gravida' is derived from 'Tamil'. The word 
Tamil 1 is oF course found in the 'Sangam 1 literature at many 
places. There, it is used to denote 1. Tamil Language, 2. Tamil 
army and 3. Tamil country 6 . The usage of the word Tamil' is 
on the increa£& with the passage of time in the Tamil Literature, 


ss is observed from the frequency of its occurrence as follow? 
(Table-A). In Tolkappiyam, it appears five times and in “Sangain' 
literal ure 21 times. In the Literature of the period 200 -5tfG A.D n 
it is used AS times- 500-900 A.D, 475 times; 900-1200: 381 tiniest 
and 1200-1900: 341 times 7 . Therefore, when the Tamils know 
very well about the name of their language and its usage, they 
need not have derived it from Sanskrit 'Gravida', and used such 
£i non-Tamil word to name their ancient language. Moreover* 
they have been using the word Tamil 1 from 'Sangam 1 period lo 
Modem times* to denote their language as proper and abstract 
nouns, buL, in ary case, it has never been used in the racial 
connotation. 

4. s Ariyar* in the Tamil literature: 'Aiiyar' have been 
mentioned several times in the Tamil literature and described 
sufficiently to know about ihem. s . Therefore* an important 
question arises, “When there were Ariyar, why not Drarvidians 
.tvailablc at that time?". The answer is that the Tamils never 
considered 'Ariyar' an outsiders and 'Gravidians 1 themselves. 
•Originally, ‘Ariyar' or ‘Aryans 1 were created by MaxmulLcr from 
the Vedic literature,, but 'Gravidians 1 were produced from the 
comparative grammar of Ehc Dravidian Languages. The an¬ 
thropologists succeeded in comparing I he descriptive physical 
features of Dasas, Gasyus and Fanis, like Varna., Anas* Mrd- 
havachah etc, wilti their anthropometry. But, ‘Aryami 1 were nor 
compared with the description given in the Tamil literature to 
verify the anlhropometric parameters Uke Cranial Indus, Nasal 
index* Stature etc. 

5. Anthropometry of + Pravid Ians’ : Huxley (1871), 
Haeckel, Turner (1900), G. Opporf, KiscJy (19118) , E. 
Thurstonf 1909), Seligman, Sclincr and others have given dif¬ 
ferent and varying anthropometric data and descriptions about 
'DravLdian rare' (Table-B). They have tried to compare them 
with the Medicterraenian, Negrito and Australoid races with the 
above racial parameters. Their stature/height varies from short 
to medium skin/ complexion from yet Low brown/brown to black; 
head from TnesoccphaLLc to dolicocephalii" nosu from broad to 
narrow and flat to narrow; eye colour from brown LO black; hair 
from straight or vawy to curly but not wolly or Frizzy; lips from 
thick to protruding and so on. If this is the racial picture of 
^Dravidians 1 , the picture given by Tamil poets about the ancient 
Tamils is entirely different. 

Anthropometry* of the ancient Tamils: The Tamil 
poets have too meticulously described about head, eyes, hair, 
Sips, ears, eyelids, hands, legs and body structure of the ancient 
Tamils at many places, but they never painted them with black 
as has beun done by the above 'racist 1 scholars. Indeed the) 5 
have used different terminology for each characterstic e.g, wc/w, 
tafai, sirttm for head; k&tdimK rnayir, kundal, mudi, ori* aiagatrh 
ulai for hair; adi t sitadi, sivanta adi, kal for feet, meni r umwm, 
mtat, stimatrh tint for body, tyim, mumwhpid for teeth, 
mtdui, nciri for forehead* kawl, ladai, mavai for jaw, konnidazh 
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itmit for eyelids, idmh t tufurauj, udadv for lips. These words 
are used with suitable adjectives to specify the physical charac- 
tersiics of men arid women. Each word is used appropriately 
to describe a morphological trait. Indeed, many poets, scholars 
and other personalities were named after a specific charactemic 
possessed by them, c.g, Asiriyar pemngnntim^ the teacher with 
big eyes,. Fenrngannanar-a man with bigger e^os; JLangannanar 
^ man with youthful eyes; Setigmtrtaruf-a man with reddish eyes; 
Ncttimaiyar-a man with lengthy eye brows; Narai mudiNettaiyar- 
si man with white hair and high stature; / tumpid'athit afyur -black 
colour haired headed man or a man with a sirring head like Iron; 
Sritolai Sw(tmfir*SatimaT wirti puss-headed; Peruntatmyar- a man 
with bigger head, Ptrllatru tyittmtat 1 , Kazhathkirnri £yirmnflr-men, 
with tharacterstic teeLh. The ancient Tamil leteraturc clearly 
metions that the skin colour of the ancient Tamils was that of 
the tender mango leaf. The kings had the colour that of Sun. 
The heroines have been described that ihcy had bright colour 
body like the unsheathed sword with reddish hands and feet.^ 
Interestingly, Kalaittugai stresses that women should have bLg 
mons venris, shoultk-rs. and eyes and small forehead* waist and 
feci, as such parameters were considered a_s good characters! Lc&, 
i.e, morphology. Recentty, a gold ring dated to 2 B.C 1 A.D 
has been discovered on the banks of Amaravati (formerly An- 
porunai), Karur in the Tiruchirappulli District of Tamilnadu. 
Figures of man and woman have been embossed on ihe front 
side of the ring, which dearly exhibit she physical features. The 
man in- tall,, slim* eyes lengthy, lips medium, nose normal and 
head dolkoccphalic. The woman is also tall but shorter than 
the man with the same morphological straits. The gold moulh 
pieces recovered from Atlichanallur are indicators to show that 
the Tamil lips arc in perfect shape with medium .size, but not 
protruding. From these details, one can bringoat the morpho¬ 
logical charactcrstics of the ancient Tamils, they were never 
considered as belonging to a particular race or different races. 

6. L Here, the important point should be noticed i.s that 
t hough the I ridotogi^LS have on m pared and correlated the physical 
features described in Vedas with (heir L DravLtlianH fc , they have 
not applied the same methodology in comparing and correlating 
the morphological feaiures of I hc^ancient Tamils' form "Sangant 
Literature' -with the modern anthropometric indices. In any 
case, we do not come across 'Dravidians 1 with black skin, snub¬ 
nosed (anaa), impaired speech (mrdhavachch) and other "Vedic" 
descriptions in Tamil literature. 

7. Inconsistent rat* theories ; When going through 
the classification of the races- according to different scholars, 
we act surprised 10 know how (he races and sub-races increase 
and Overlap. According lb Linnaeus (1735) there are four races- 
European, Asiatic, African and American; and accoidingtoBLu- 
menback(I78l), five Caucasian, Mongolian, Ethiopian, Ameri¬ 
can and Malay. Huxley recognizes five principal and fourteen 
secondary races. Dcruker (1900) makes provision for seventeen 
groups consisting of twenty five races and .sub-races. J.S. Huxley 
and A.C- htiddon have only ihrec large gimps white, yellow and 
batek races. Among these, considering, 'Dravidians' one can find 
ihem almost In all races and sub- races ? many limes overlapping 
such races and sub-races. This classification definitely exposes 
the psoudo-HCLcntific^cliaraaer as it looks much more scientific 
in a Greek garf>delicocephaiie r mesoccphalic, brachyrophalic, 


Lciotrichi, -tymoirichi, leuchoderms, xunthoderms and so cm. And 
m the case of 'Dravidians*, too, now we have Homo-Dravidas, 
Proto- Dravidians, Pre Dravidians, MongobDravridlans, Scytbo- 
Dravidtans^Aiya-Dravidians(fJ and so on. But, significantly, the 
andent Tamils never described and grouped themselves so. Bui, 
forgetting all facts, l DravLdiuns" are viewed characLerfiLiealiy with 
alt exceptions and a great deal of overlapping* as a separate race. 

7.1; Divergent theories about the origin of Dravkh 
Ians: 

About the origin of ‘Dravidinan^ Keane, Monies, Selater, 
Turner. Ragozin, Caldwell* Perry, Smith, Homed and Indian 
scholars including Kanakasabhai have propounded many inter¬ 
ring, but divergent hypotheses and theories based on my? hob 
ogj r , philology;, anthropometTy and other factors. 10 They can be 
broadly grouped and explained as followsi 

Cmtrai Asian Origins : From the comparisons of morpho¬ 
logical and some linguistic similarities, some scholars considered 
that Dravidians came from Central Asia, Caldweli delved much 
on the "Scythian 1 origins. Here, they eooiy forget the other fa¬ 
mous hypotheses/rheories that ‘Atyans’ also came from Central 
Asia. It is really surprising that if both Aryans 1 and "Dravidi- 
ans ? come from 'Central Asia*, then why they should have been 
pitied against each other for all Indian historical processes? 

Wtsi Asian Origins : As the West Asia had several an¬ 
cient civilizations, it was aigued that 'Draviriians' must have 
been uriginated from one of .such civilizat ions by intermixing or 
interbreeding. 

Diffusiofi theory: Tracing all'civilizations to an Egyptian 
and Mediicrranean source, it was argued that ' Dravidicms’ wore 
a branch of Mediterranean race evolved consequent 10 misce¬ 
genation of Mediterranean and West Asian elements. 

North button ar?d Trairs-Hitptiiay'im origins: Before, the ad¬ 
vent of Aryans', ^Dravidians 1 were living in the north including 
north- eastern And western parts Of India. When the Aryans" 
.started occupying* the Dravjdians had to spread towards south. 
The Trans Himalayan origans locate L Dmvidians ? beyond Hi¬ 
malayas like Tibet, from where they entered India from the 
north east. Here how the 'Aryan* factor has also been taken 
into u moderation to explain the advent orDravidians 1 in India, 
can easily be noticed. Interestingly however, no scholar has ever 
propounded lhe 'Dravidian invasion’hypothfcsi* or theory so far 1 . 

Lwmstiom or Kumari continent origins : To counter the 
above "out of India 3 or "foreign. 1 origins it was argued that TJra- 
vidians 1 came from the submerged "kumari or "Lenurian 1 conti¬ 
nent- 

7r2 : Of the above, the first three origins heavily depend 
on Semitic religions Litaraluie and the last two on the reference* 
TTient toned in the 'Sangam ? literature about the submergence of 
land masses. But where in the ancient Tamil litarature^ it Ls 
mentioned that they can be from outside the boundaries of 
Himalayas, in- the north, kumari in the south, Eastern ocean 
(Kuna kadal) in the cast and western ocean (kuda kadel) in the 
scst. 

&. Contradictions of Aiithmpometry:Tbe umhropoto- 
gists turned 'race scientists’ with chtsir eraniomciers, spheroidal 
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tiu*ks and other instraiVLefiis Hsve tried to cfeatc DravMiau* 
out of ‘Aryans 1 with their inconsistent, divergent measurements 
of morphomstty and cranintnetiy. They have completely Ig¬ 
nored the heredtury and Environmental ■ factors lifee climaLe, 
diet, ocoupatlofip genes K combination of chromosomes etc. in 
their ‘sdentifuf study. Now, ii has been proven on research 
work that stature increase with urban life, occupation and of 
course changes with hereditary. Children differ from parenis. 
Dokicccephalic parents produce brachyccphalic children and iii 
turn, such brach)'cephalic* produce mesocephaJics. Thus, phys¬ 
ical changes occur in ah groups under consideration and their 
extent increase* wilh every child. 

3.1* A careful study and analysis of the anthropometric 
tables given by E. Thurston 11 meal ^ch contradiction*. We 
find one brachycephalic among 23 dnlicocephaiic kadirs, 5 out 
of 40 Kanin'La I an, 6/50 pallao; 5/42 Tdaiyam 5/24 Pulayan; 8/40 
Madiga; 6/30 Mala; 11/60 Bestha; 10/40 Odde; 12/60 Collar 
14/50 Eoya; 12/40 Bant; 16/40 Kapu; 19/50 Kummba, 23/50 
Famhala; 20/50 Hokya; 26/50 Billava; 27/50 Vukkaliga. Thus, 
the heads of South Indian tribes or ‘Dravidians 1 ethnoiogically 
and qt racially do not confirm the view's of anthroologists or 
Vcdic and Tamil literature. 

8.2, Brahmans are always considered as 'Aryan*' in the 
'Dravidian' context. But, surprisingly, such Brahmans themselvu* 
do not oblige anhropologists to fit into 'Aryan anthropometry 
showing variations. Among 20 dolicoccphalic Brahmans, we 
find one brachycephahe; Pattar Brahman 2/25; Dcsauha 4/24, 
Madhv■ iS braehyecphalicsout of 60 mesocephaHes; Karnataka 
Smarta - 9 brachy out of 50 meso; Mandya - 3l brachy out 
uf 50 me**; ShivaUi - 17 brachy out of 30 me*o. Similarly 
stature and nasal indices given by him for the respective groups 
do vary eorLSiderabJy. Thus, wc find more Aryans among 
'Dravidians’ and more -D^avidjani* ,, among 'Aryans' At one 
stage, the demarcadori between 'Aryans 1 and 'Dravidtans cease*. 
Therefore, it is very evident that these studies are far from the 
scientific nature. 

9. Origin of s Linguistic Dra vidian* and 4 L>r a vidian 
rate’: 

When ? those 'race scientists’ were making attempts to in¬ 
vent' L Dravidian£\ linguists were also busy in the same process, 
but trying to approach differently. Thus, Francis W.EHis, while 
comparing the languages Tamil, Kannada, felugu, Malayan am 
and oLhers used the expression "South Indian dialect*. A.D. 
Cumpbcll in his ‘A Grammar of the Telugu Language (1816) 
named them as‘The dialects of Southern India'. Lassen grouped 
the South Indian languages under the terminology “Dekhan 
language". Hacksort through his studio* carried out in 1848 
and 1856 in the NiSgiris and surrounding places, termed the lan¬ 
guages spoken by the pocplo at those areas as "TamuLIaiT. For 
the first lime Caldwell called them a* “Dravjdian language*", 
and speakers of such Languages as •"Dravidrans"- T,Burrow, 
MJB. Emeneau, Kamil Zvelebil, M. Andropov and other mod¬ 
em scholars skilfully used their linguistic studies to confirm the 
“Dravidian race". They have given more emphasfe to the h Dm- 
vidian race 1 than to the linguistic research, a* te evident horn 
their works. 

i ■? 

ift. Dravkla-Sanskrit sources ’According to Menu 


‘Dravidas’ were the degraded Kshatriyas and said to be the dc- 
scendents of Dravida, son or Vrishaba. In the two lists of 
degraded Kshatriyas given in Mahabhurat, Dravidas arc the 
only South Indian group mentioned, Btflgavata Pur ana men¬ 
tions Satyavrata as the ‘Lord of Dravida’, i.e, King of Dravida, 
Kanchi. In Sauiidaiya Lahari, a work assigned to Adi Sankara, 
the 75th verse mentions about ‘Dravida Sisu 1 . Chanakya, the 
great minister of Chandragupra Mauiya was mentioned as a 
native of Dravida, i.e, Kanchi- Indeed, he had several names 
viz, Vatyayana, Malianga, Kutita, DramUa, Faksitasvami, Vish- 
nugupta and Angela, of which we sec 'Drarniia' as one of them. 
Rumania Bhatta of the 7ih century uses the expression ‘Andhra 
DmvLda Bhasa’, A Dramidtochaiya 13 has been referred to 
in Visdstadvaiia literature (cJth cent), Vatahamihiras Brihat 
Samhita’ and Yoga Yatra, Varahnpurana, Varahittantra and 
Mahabharat collectively call the following people as ‘Dravi* 
das’, viz, the Andhras, Karnataka*, Gwjaras, Tailings* and 
Maharashtras. Indeed they were also collectively known as 
‘Panchs Dravidas’ in contrast to ‘Pant-ha Gaudas’, but to rep¬ 
resent Brahmans oflndia. The Brahmans of north of Vindhyas 
were called 'Pancha Gaudas’, and they are l. Ssrasvatlias of 
Kashmir, 2. Kanyakubjas of Punjab, 3 Mukya Gaudas of Bcn- 
gfti, 4. Utkalas of Orissa and 5. Maillulas (with 'Misra' title) of 
Nepal and Bihar, Markandeyu, Garuda, Vishnu- Dharmuttara 
Maha puranas and Brihat Samhita- locate. ‘Dravidas’ along with 
the Kambojas, Strimukhas and the Anarttas in the South-west 
of Bharat. Dasttkumara Charita ^ also mentions that there was 
a country named Dravida, and Kanchi a city was situated in it. 
KadambarL ^ calls as inhabitant nr native of that country as 
‘Dravida’. A sage is known as ‘Druvida-gaudaka'i and a Gp- 
anishad ‘Dravidoupanishad’. Blsaratu refers to ’Dravida’ in his 
Nalyasastra and Bana mentions about a ’Dramida matga. In 
the rhapsodies of Bilhana ‘Vikramuditya’s digvijaya’, thuChoia 
army has been referred to as ’Dravida army' and Chela king a? 
the ‘Dravida l.ord’. According to Muir and Caldwell, as late as 
in 1854. the learned Hindu philologist Babu Rajendra La! Mi- 
tia spoke of 'Dravidi’ as one of thu recognised Prakrits, equally 
with the Saurascni. 
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10. Dravida-Sanskrit sources According to M*nu 
’Dravidas’ were the degraded Kshatriyas and said to be the do- 
seendents of Dravida, son of Vrishaba. In the two lists of 
degraded Kshatriyas given in Mahabharal. Dravidas are the 
only South Indian group mentioned. Bliagavuta Puranu men- 
tions Satyavmta as the 'Lord of Dravida’, i.c, King of Dravida. 
Kanchi In Saurtdarya Lahari, a work assigned to Adi Sankara, 
the 75th verse mentions about ‘Dravida Sisi.i', t-hanakya, the 
great minister of Chandragupta Maurya was mentioned as a 
native of Dravida, i.e, Kanchi. Indeed, he had several names 
viz, Vatyayana, Mallanga, Kutila, Dramita. Paksilasvami, Vish- 
nugupta and Anguta, of which we see 'Dmmita' as one of 
them- Kumania Bhaita of ihe 7th century uses the expres¬ 
sion Andhra Dravida Bhasa’. A Dramidacharya 13 has been 
referred to in VKLsLadvaita literature (c.7th cent). Varaharm- 
hira's 'Brihat Samhiia' and Yoga Yatra, Varahapurana, Varahi 
Tanlra and Mahabharat collectively call lJic following people 
as ‘Dravidas’, viz, the Andhras. Karnatakas, Gurjaras, Tailingas 
and Maharashtra*. Indeed they were also collectively known as 
'Pancha Dravidas’ in contrast to ‘Pancha Gaudas, but to rep¬ 
resent Brahmans of India. The Brahmans of north of Vindhyas 
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were called "Pancha Gaudas\ and they are ]. Saras'vaihas of 
Kashmir, 2. Kunyakubjas of Punjab, 3. Mukya Gautlas of Ben¬ 
gal 4. ULkalas of Orissa and 5, Maishiias (w-ah 'Misra" title) of 
Nepal and Bihar. Markandeya, Garuda. Vishnu- Dharmottara 
Maha puranaii and Rrihal Samhila locale 'Dravkiiis* along with 
the Kambojas, Sirimukhas and the Anarttas in ihc South-wesi 
of Bharat. Dasakumara Charita ^ also men Lions rhai t here was 
a country named Dravida, and Kanehi a city was siiuuied in it. 
Kadambari ^ calls as inhabitant or native of that -Country: a* 
l Dravitla L . A sage is known as 'Dravida-gaudaka 1 , and a fjp- 
anishad "Oravidoupanishad 1 . Bharata refers to " Dravida* in his 
NaLyasastxa and Bans mentions about a 'Dramida marga’. in 
the rhapsodies of Bi I Maria 'VLkramEditya's digvijaya". the Chola 
army has been referred to as 'Dravida arm/ and Chola king as 
the "Dravida Lord'. According to Muir and Caldwell, as late an 
in 1854, the Learned Hindu philologist Gabu Rajcndra LaL Mi- 
1 rife spoke of 'Dravidi' as. one of [he recognised Prakrits,, equally 
wish, the Sauraseni. 

11. Dramiiaaml Dravida- Jain accounts; Jain works 
Samav&ngfii ^utta (c. 360 B.C.) andFarmavana Suita (c. 16B B,Q 
mention about the prevalence of eighteen varieties of script Ln 
the country in early limei and 'D&mitt' was one of them- To 
propagato Jainism in Tumilnadu, the Digambara Jama teacher 
Vajranati established a "Dravida Sanga’ in 470 A.D. at Madurai. 
In the SaLtungaya Purana, Chap. VII {4(W w) assigned to 421 Or 
6U5 A L>. it is mentioned ^Dravida-valLkhilla-charLtratirthoddha 
varg", referring to a "Dravida’ the son of Vrishbhasvamin., a Jain 

1 Damila 1 has 1>ee n meni ioned i n Hemacha ndra's Si havi ravaii 
Cbarita, bui according iu Rees, Dramila was l he Dravida country 
of Lhe Pa Havas on the easi-coasi. and Kanchi was its capital. 

12. Damila ■ Buddhist accounts: Pali chronicles give 
detailed accounts orDamilus'. The Buddhist work LalEtavistara, 
a work m Sanskrit (c. 1 cent. A.D) refers to 64 scripts used at 
[he [into of Buddha and they included -Dravjdf Lipi. A Vinaya 
come niary called 'Vimaiivinodani'was wriiion by Ka&sapa Thera, 
who was an inhabitant of the kingdom of Dnmila. A careful study 
of ibe Buddhisi ie*E.s shows that the 'Damilajf were a fighting 
people always engaged in constant strifes with ihe Sinhalese 
in Lanka. It is interesting io note that they are described as 
Actarya 1 . The Ceylon chronicles, Mahavam&a and Dipavamsa 
gr^'e more details about l Damilas L and their activities in Ceylon. 
The Mahavamsa ( 45^-477 A.D) speaks of 'DamiUss 7 on scvojal 
occasions. At the same lime, ii docs not dearly say as to who 
were ihesc Damilas or from which part of India, they came 
Ovor Io Ceylon, but it distinguishes between the Pandya and 
Chola divisions of the Tamil country. In Dipavamsa, "Damilas' 
have been mentioned eight times l7 . The commentator* of 
Budclhagosa distinguish the 'Damilus" from the Yavanus and 
Kiratas on ihe one hand and from the Andbras on the other. 
The Chinese monk Yuan Chwang who visited the Tamil country 
in 637 A D mentions in his report that Kanchi (Kan-chUi-pulo) 
was I he capital of" Drav kU r (To*lo-j>L-]a) cuu ntry. Pern inger table 
gives ihat he used Timila, Timir, Cimolo for 'Dravida country 1 
Parakrama Babu I (1153-86 A D) had the able services of a 
Tamil general known as ‘Damiladhikarin’ Ftakka. 

13. Dravida, Dramila and Damila-in inscriptions; 

An epigraphical study of inscriptions and copperplates of South¬ 
ern India from ancient times to Iftth ccnluiy reveal an interest¬ 


ing fact LhaL the words Dravida, Dramila, Dravida of Sanskrit, 
Dravida. Dramida, Damila of Frakrir and their forms and vari¬ 
ations in other South Indian languages including Tamil denote 
only t he language Tamil" and they are used as nouns and adjec¬ 
tives. At several places Dravidas or Damilas have been distin¬ 
guished from other South Indian kings Cheras, t hulas, pandyas, 
Andbras and others. Among she traditional 56 kings and king¬ 
doms, 'Dravida' was always one of them, mentioned in the in¬ 
scriptions and copper plates. ITierefore, even in their linguistic 
approach, the South -Indian epigraphs have nor clubbed Kalin- 
gas, Amlhras, Kamaiakas, Keralas and others with "Dravidas 7 or 
'DarniLas' and also nnt grouped iheTamilians - Cheras, Cholas 
and Fandyas under ihc category Hence, it is very evident that 
the term "Dravida 1 or "Damila 7 was restricted to the Tamil lan¬ 
guage and Tamils but no racial ^annotation was attributed to 
it. 

14, Dra vidians of Modern scholars: Fmm the above, 
wc can understand buw the 'Dravidians' created out of the words 
Dravida, Dravida, DamiLa, Dramila and Damitiu do not tally With 
the anthropometry and anthropological data. But, inspitt of this, 
thefcismuch rheforicabout'Dravidian rucc 3 , ’Dravidian bSood 1 ’, 
"Dra vidian.skull', l DravIdian bones' and so on- About their origin 
also, it has already been shown how the 'Dravidian 1 protoganists 
propose and propound (be theories that they came from Egypt, 
Central Asia, Mediterranean, Tibet and so on, ignoring tradition, 
heritage, culture and civilization of the ancient Tamils. From the 
geographical description of ancient Tamilagnm, five fold divisiun 
of land and people, names of rive,ns, mountains^ kingfr dtie.s and 
kingdoms, well defined boundaries and sociocultural norms 
followed that they did not come from outside or even outside 
the boundaries as enumerated In fact, there has not been 
a .single instance mentioned in she ancient Ta.mil literature (hat 
Tamils had come from outside of India, north or some other 
place. Though, Ganges and Yamuna have been mentioned, the 
river Sindhu has not been mentioned- Similarly. Fatali (Putra) 
and Ayodhya have bocn mentioned, but not ihc cities of Indus 
valley civilisation,. This directly proves that the Tamils belonged 
to Tamilagain, which was part and parcel of Eiharat and also 
they wort not driven away to the end of Ehe Bharat by [he so 
called 'Aryans 1 . Indeed, in 'Sangum' literature, it was never 
mentioned that Lhcy were defeated by "Aryans' or driven away 
io the southern end by Lhem, instead, tliere are many references, 
which describe how the kings of north were defeated by the 
Tamil kings and the royal symbols of them were inscribed on 
the Himalayas. 

15. Conclusion; [n the case of ATyan race', Mas Mueller 
confessed,, “I have declared again and again that if I say Aryan, 
1 mean neiiher blood nor bones, nor hair, nor skull, I mean 

simply those who speak an Aryan Language . To me an 

ethnologist who speaks of Aryan race. Atyan blood, Aryan 
eyes and hair, i& aa great sinner as a Linguist who speaks of a 
dnl[encephalic dictionary or a brachycephulic gnonmar' But, 
unfortunately, the prnpnuriders of i: Dravidian race 1 theories had 
not repented and. confessed about their 'invemson\ doling their 
life-lime. Therefore, they have to- resurrect from their graves 
and confess, “We have declared again and again that if we 
say Dravidian, we mean neither blood nor bones, nor hair, 
nor skull; we mean simply those who speak of a Dravidian 
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language. To us, an ethnologist who speaks of Dravidian race, 
Dravidian blood, Dravidian eyes and hsur, is as great a sinner 
?s a Linguist who speaks of a dolicoccpbalic: dictionary or a 
brachycephalic grammar" Gut, now-a-days mu only politicians, 
but also historians talk and write about such contradictions and 
concoctions, The Westerners wrong understanding or the ill- 
motivated itudy of the word 'Aryan' resulted in the world wars 
with the genocide of a particular (assumed) race, When, they 
realised the- danger of the H Aryan 1 and other racial myths, the) 1 
consigned these theories to dustbins. 

15-L Caldwell’s linguistic invention was given a facial twifit 
by the western and Indian scholars with vested interests. This ha* 
resulted in the present day Dravidian movements characterised 
by contempt and hatard for a particular community. The word 
'Dravidian' was specifically coined on a hypothetical basis to 
create a race superior to the Aryan race. It was not confusion 
about the nature of races and their culture (languages), but 
a planned conspiracy by the Britishers and their prient-turned 
hisloriann and other Indologists with political motive to divide 
the Indians. Now, we see that the Indian, politicians too adapt 
tund adopt the same methodtol&gy to achieve their goals. Those 
whu talk about Aryans and Dravidians should keep in mind one 
important fact. These people always quote Sanskrit scriptures 
or non- Dravidian literature to prove the existence of a pre- 
Aryan Dravidian race In Jndia n but bringing them also from 
outside India. But, there is nol a single reference in their 
so called H Dravidian literature’ to this effect Even they did 
not call themselves by that name, which was invented later, is 
vouchsafed by their own literature. 

15.2: Race and language are two separate entities. Just 
because a section of people speaks a particular language, it 
cannot become a distinguishable race. Among the so called 
Dravidian h, we find tall white dolicocephalics^ short dark braeby 
cephalic^ intermediate types, half-breeds and □ few blonds. 
So, anthropologically also, a Dravidian cannot he described 
specifically by stature, nasal index, cranial index, characters, 
traits and aptitudes, as they differ in culture and morphology 
at different places. If ihe "Aryan 1 race theory is u myth, as_ 
lias been now accepted by world scholars, the theory of the 
‘Dravidian race' is the greatest myth and this has to be acceptcd 
by the Indian scholars in the interest u*f Indian society, nation 
and national integration in the historical perspcctivc- 

Notes anti References 

1. Robert Caldwell, M A cofnparitive Grammar of the Dm vidian 
or South-Inditw family of L-atfgunges*! University of Madras, 
1976, pp 1 OS-120’ 636, 

2. Temtwtt of Timjnana Sarnbandor* bth Tirumarai,. 23rd 
patigam, Tirumuraikkadu-6479. 

In another place, he says, “Aryan with chasieTamil" - 46th 
patgam, Tiru Avaduthurai - 6710- 

Here a both H Aryan' and Tamizhan’ refer to God Shiva. 

3. Siddharkanam. 

4- Sivasubramanya Kavirayar, thipa nikhmdv*, Tun- 

jo re University^ 1985^ 


5. Sabapathy Navalar, “Dravida Prakasigai," Madras, I899 p 
F,7 

6. Purananuru 5th 9-10; 58: 1M3; SIrupammuppadai 66-67; 
Par ip a dal 6: 60. 

7. This clearly pirwcs that the word ‘Tamil' is ancient than 
‘Dravida" in Ihe linguistic context, 

X. K.V. Ramakrishna Rau, 'Ariyar in ihe ancient Tamil Lit- 
emmtv" Seminar on the Aryan Problem, p.p. 215-224, 
Bangalore, 1991; P1HC, Calcutta, 1990, PI 65. 

9. Agananuru - 45, 208, 270, 383- 06: 20-24: When the 
heroine removed the doth covered, she appeared bright like 
the unsheaied sword. Kaliltogai: 108-2 and 3 mention the 
specific morphological traits of ihe ancient Tamil Women. 

10. These race theories have been based on many unscientific 
myths like puriLY of blood, eugenics elc. Ill fad, the U.N. 
has passed resolutions condemning Such ‘Racial myths'. 

11. E Thurston, “Castes and Tribes of Southern India', Vol. 

1, Madras* 19C$, pp- lxMxxii. 

For the interpretation of cianiul indux, the following stan¬ 
dard has been taken: 

dolicecephalic Index upto 75.9 

mcsoccphalic 76.9 to 80.9 

bradlycephalic above S1.0 

12. Manu X- 43-44; Muir); Sanskrit 7 'em , Vol.l; Bhug. IX, i, 
25 (Pargitcr) 

13. "The progenitor Yamuna spoke of a "Dravldabhasyakara’ 
as the grand exponder of the Brahmasuira and of 'irivat- 
sankamisra' us a great commentator and as an uxpuunder 

of Nyaya. 'Dravulabhashyakara’ spoken of by Yamuna 

Superficially appears to be the same as Dravid&dharya due 
to Ihe similarity of name. Out we have shown in the pages 
of this book that he is none other than Shri Suiakopa (Mam¬ 
ma Ivar) who sang ihe hymns in Tamil (Tiruvaimczhi) and 
who has been extolled by Yamuna in his J Stotnamina ' (117- 
119). Hcnee n it is that instead of saying 'written by Dravi- 
dachajya\ Yamuna says in his 'Anna -Siddhi', 'Dramida 
bhashya krta 1 . .Dramida should ordinarily be referred to an 
Dramida himself 1 - Folaham Rama Sastri, “Dravidaireya 
Danwium”, Madras, 1957, p. is. 

14. Verse - 130 

15. Verse - 229. 

16. Indian Antiquity, vol. 30, 1901 b p.250, 

17. Herman Oldcnberg (Translator), u Oipmwnsa", Asian Ed¬ 
ucational services. New Delhi, 1982.. 1M7; 19-16; 2lH5 n 
17, 18 r 27 & 29; 2145. 

18. Tclkappjyarrt, ELutl adh ikura m, payiram: The Bounds Ties of 
Tamilagam: Ycnguda hill in the north, Kumars in the south, 
Kwrakadal in the east and Kudakadal in the west. This 
description continues consistently throughout the Tamil 
literature 

19. Max Mueller, "Biographies of &tid the fjattte of 

Aryans^ London, 1888, p.120. 









43 


TABLE A 




The number times the uuni Tamil* occur* in the Tamil literature 



Period 

Work 

Total 



From earlier 

lime (o 300 B.C - 3IHI A,l> 

Till Lapp [yam 

5 



m BX' 

Sartgain literature 

21 




Sil appal ikaram - 24 

Manimekalai - 5 




300 A.D - m AJJ 

Ti rsi va Eluv a malai ■ 6 

Tim in anti ram - Hi 

45 

-‘■i i 



Appar Tevaram - 7 

Sam bandar * - 260 

SLindarar * - 48 

Nalayira Diyya - 93 

Praha ml am 




500 A, l> ■ 900 A.D 

Mandlkkalamhagam - 4 

Pandikkovai - 3(1 

Feritngalhai - 2 

MottoMayiram - 5 

Sivaga cliintamiini - 6 

Kamba Kartiayariam - 18 
Timvachagam - 1 

Ttmkkovaiyar ■ 1 

475 



900 A.D - 1200 AD 

Kail ad am - 23 

Pj[ linoram Tlrumarai - 43 

L 



900 A.D - 1200 A.D 

Periya Puranam - 313 

Arn Lu ka pad kovai - 3 

Tiruvamr koyaJ - 17 

Madurai kovai - 25 

Tanjavur kovai - 9 

Kiilotimgancbolati kovat - 7 
Vitlibharatam - 18 

3*1 

1 - 

■ • 

' :-i<, ■ 1 

- y j o 

1200 A.D - 1900 A.D 

KCiimaraguruharar ■ 105 
Kutralakkuravarithi - Ifl 

Tamizhvfdu Uiuthu ■ 15 

Timarutpa - 24 

Tiruvilanji Miimgan 

PillaiUaiiiizh - 35 

Kulattiir Armicfiamliigai 

PiUaiUatiiizh - 8 

Komatiyambigai pidai thamizh -5 

341 

i 

■ ; * ■' 


Total 

1268 



* 
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TABLE * H 


Name of (he Staturs/Skin/ Head Nose Eye Colour Hair Ups Rfferenee 

scholar Height Complexion 


Sir Herbert Short or Very dark r long 
RisLey below approaching 

mean black 


Sir William Usually Dark, 

Turner low, but approaching - 
shorter 
than the 
Austral¬ 
ians. 


Veiy broad, tame dark 
times depressed 
at the root, but 
not so as to 
make the face 
appear flat 
low nose with 
wide nostrils 

dark 


Huxley dark skin evidently - dark 

Song prog, 
nathous 
skull with 
well- 

developed 

brow- 


plentifulp - The People of India, 1908 

with an 

occasional 

tendency 

to curl 


black-cither thick 
straight, 


dafk, wavy - 
black hair 


Contributions to the 
Craniology of the People 
of the Empire of India, 
Pari II. The aborigines of 
Choia Nagpur and of the 
Central Princes, the 
People of Oris&a, Veddahs 
and Negritos t90Q. 
Anatomy of Vctcbrared 
Animals, 187L 


Haeckel 

- Light or 

ridges. 

Forehead 

1 

I 

i 


dark brown 

is 

narrow 

Mihail 

colour 

some 

yellowish 

brown. 

Medium Brown to 

generally 

high 

Long 

Slightly 

Nestruh 

black 

* 

slanting. 

SrinkMa 

Tall Brown 

Receding 

broad. 

Thick 

Aiyfcngar 


forehead 

Prominent 


more or less Sligh- History 1 of Creation, 
curly tly 

protr¬ 

uding. 


Brown to Wavy thin Thick Human races, 

blade Mir Publishers, Moscow, 

1974, p-DO- 

Tamil Studies {He says 
that pure Dravidians have 
hair body, wed - proportional 
limbs besides ihe noted 
features (p-15). 


Taken from Tamtzti Nulag^tit Tamizh mozhi, Tamizh Inam, ismizlmadu by DrP. Krishna n, published by Han Thamizhar 
Pathippagam, 2S, 11 Madlty Street, Madrai -fcIXt 017. 
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Table,C 

' Dr a vidian 5 origins 

Author Theory Located place 


Keane and Morris 

Sclater 

Sir William Turner 

Sir William Turner 

Caldwell 

Kmiakasabhai 

Several ethnologists 
Z.A. Ragozin 
WJ. Perry 

Grafton Elliot Smith 

James Hornell 

Tamil sctmlar- 
sone group. 

Tamil scholar- 
other group. 


Indm African-Austral 


1 ndo-African-Au&tra I 

Employment of 
certain words and 
use of boomerang. 
Dravidiajis. the 
Kola ri mis speaking 
languages similar to 
Mundari. 

Dravidians t the 
proper speaking 
languages similar 
to 'Tamili 
Scythian 


Mongolian 
(Trans-1 J tma Layan) 
Philological 
comparisons. 

Caucasian stock 
Elamite 

Diffusion theory 
Migrated into India 
at a remote date 
from their original 
home. 

Mixing of old and 

prc-Dmidian 

Population, 

DUTIES hm theory 

Displaced from 
Indus Valley 
civilization. 

Many rclcrcrices in 
site ancient Tamil 
literature point to 
the submergence of 
kind masses. 


Submerged continent 
under the Indian 
ocean. 

Entered into India 
before submergence. 

Australia 


Entered info India 
from the North-east. 


Entered Into India 
from the North-cast 


Entered India through 
the North-western 
passes. 

Tibet 


Central Asia 
Middle east 

Egyptian and 
Mediterranean. 


Middle cast 


From mediterranean 
to Egypt to India, 
Indus valley 


Kiimarikkaiidam, <le P 
Kumar; continent. 
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